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All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 








(DHai Vo. 
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(2) Kevin L Brav. 


(4) 









Date of Interview: 29 May 2003 . 

Type: a)EE3 Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)£>3 No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 



Claim(s) discussed: claim 1 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: Ovshinskv et al (US 6.087.580) . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)E3 was reached. g)D was not reached. h)D N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signe d Office action. Examiner's signature, if required 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 
, . . Paragraph (b) 

^^^^ZoV^f^t'^T 1 in f t w °[ anint T ieW Wi ' h a " 6Xaminef ' 8 COmplete written statement ° f "» reasons presented at the interview as 
warranting favorable acton must be filed by the applicant. An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as specified in §§1.111. 1.135. (35 U.S.c! 132) 

ami....: . , . 37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted in writing. 

incomnlP JlL^h^ wd /"« tom » k °«"«» cann °< based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews. 

tha »v= mi n Jf I"!? p ° nsibilit y of ^/PPlicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file unless 
Itfh^^ 

-viewb^^^ 

requirements for which interview recordation is otherwise provided for in Section 812X51 of The Manual of P^ntSnhoPrSS^ or Sno 
Sfn 09raP f h,Cal V ° rS ° r Unread , abl ? scri P l in 0ffice <* 'ike, are excluded from the interview recorda«on p S £ below Wh^ the 

substance of an interview ,s completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Record is requTreT 

•content," ^J^^T""^ T ^ be ^ n " ^ T0 ^ Pa P er N °- P'aced in the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the 
Contents section of the file wrapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or aaent) at the 
conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephone or video-conference interview, the copy is mailed to tTe appNcTnTs ^oorrespondence address 
e ther with or prior to the next official communication. If additional correspondence from the examiner is not ikely before an X3ce oM^Ser 
circumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next official comScation 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

- An indication whether an agreement was reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 
nl"^ -'—•>■ No* dement as to a.,owabi,ity is tenta.ve L does 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

. . . . !t * d j*i rable the examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case It 
should be noted, however, that the Interview Summary Form will not normally be considered a complete and proJe^ecordLt on 7kImm 
sutsu^ by aPP ' iCant " the GXaminer t0 indude ' a " of the a PP |ic ^ *tems re'oTd ^S^tT" 

hnlfH P ro P er / f f cord f tion ° f tne substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items- 

1 ) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed, 

4) an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the 
Interview Summary Form completed by the Examiner, a"eaay aescriDea on tne 

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is not 
required. The .dentation of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrusi of the principal arguments made to Se 

d^XthT ^ Under ? ° d J n ^ e C ° nte * ° f the apP ' iCati0n file ' 0f C0Urse ' the a PP ,icant ™5 desire ^^»Sd?u!l 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner ) * 
o) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and 

7) ft^SS: 9eneral r6SUltS ^ ° UtC ° me ° f interVi6W ' Unl6SS a,feady d6SCribed in the lnterview Summar V Form completed by 

accurate ^ * e h a PP licant ' s r f ord of the substa ^e of an interview. If the record is not complete and 

accurate, me examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record. 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

statement aJribSedTo himtrTef If thetcord ^1^°^' ^ TT Sh ° Uld Send a letter settin 9 forth « he e * ami ^ version of the 
oaoen raordinn th» InhiLI I J ? complete and accurate, the examiner should place the indication, "Interview Record OK" on the 

paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner's initials. "«*°ig uis on tne 
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Continuation Sheet (FTO-413) Application No. 09/971,881 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: The examiner suggested the irregular structure of of the 
semiconductor material needs to be more defined and specific such as non-tetrahedral bonding configurations or 
chemical bonding distortions from regular tetrahedral coordination. Further, Applicants need to provide a declaration to 
demonstrate that Ovshinsky material can not have such bonding characteristics. THe proposed amendment and 
declaration together are sufficient to overcome the finding of obviousness. The examiner absolutely agrees that 
Applicants reserve the right to request rejoinder of the process claims with the product claims upon the indication of 
the product claims as being allowable. 
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